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Vietnam’s rural areas

are characterized by

small and fragmented

farms, cost inefficiency,

and low agricultural

income. An efficient land

rental market is

expected to alleviate

some of these problems

by creating incentives for

allocative efficiency. Voluntary rental transactions are also

expected to improve the welfare of both lessees and

lessors. This study investigates the efficiency and equity

outcomes of the rental market for farmland in a commune

in Vietnam’s north central coast region, a mountainous

area with relatively low incomes and a high concentration of

ethnic minorities. It also examines the efficiency of the

rental market itself, recognizing that market participation is

affected by cultural norms and mutual trust. Data for the

study were gathered in 2 household surveys, each

conducted in 2 villages. The first was a multistage sample

survey of 200 households; the second was a census survey

of rental market participants. It was found that the rental

market is encouraging households to trade their land use

rights in mutually beneficial ways that transfer land to more

effective farmers. But there is considerable room for

improvement through increasing the number of market

participants by reducing transaction costs associated with

inadequate information, opportunism, and lack of

confidence in the legal system. Perceived levels of risk

differed between Kinh and Thai respondents.

Keywords: Market efficiency; transaction costs; social

capital; land use efficiency; equity; Vietnam.
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Introduction

The Vietnamese government introduced market-based
land reforms to promote the consolidation of farmland and
growth of farms, starting with the 1993 Land Law
(Vietnamese Government 1993). However, Vietnam’s farms
remain highly fragmented. For the whole country, there are
about 75 million parcels of land, an average of 7 to 8 plots
per farm household (Hung et al 2007). One explanation for
this slow response is that the rural landmarket is inefficient
(Ravallion and van de Walle 2003; CIEM 2005; Hung et al
2007; Deininger et al 2008). This study focuses on the rental
market for farmland, because the current Land Law still
imposes stringent limits on the area of land that households
may own but allows farmers to lease additional land.
Whereas voluntary rental transactions are expected to
result in both efficiency and equity gains, sale transactions
do not hold the same promise, especially when land is
valued for purposes other than agriculture, such as social
security (Deininger and Jin 2008).

The purpose of this study is to investigate the
performance of the rental market for farmland in Tam
Quang commune, which is located in a mountainous

district in Vietnam’s north central coast region.
Consideration is given first to the efficiency and equity
outcomes of the rental market, and then to the efficiency
of the market itself. The study region is characterized by
relatively low incomes and a high concentration of ethnic
minorities (JICA 2008). Ethnic diversity is expected to
increase transaction costs and so reduce market efficiency
(Beghin and Fafchamps 1995). Ethnic groups differ in
their cultural norms and levels of social capital, and these
differences may also impact transaction costs and market
efficiency within communities and locations (Charny
1990; Tsai 2000; Cersosimo and Nistico 2008).

This article is organized as follows: After a review of
the literature on the expected benefits of an efficient
rental market for farmland, developments in Vietnam’s
land rental market are outlined. Next, the study site and
sampling method are described, and household
demographics are compared across the 2 study villages.
Observations on the performance of the land rental
market and its equity and efficiency outcomes are then
presented, followed by evidence of market inefficiency.
The article concludes with recommendations for policy
and future research.
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Expected benefits of an efficient farmland

rental market

Land markets comprise both rental and sale markets.
Rental markets are widely recognized as having better
allocative efficiency and equity outcomes than sale
markets and often play a more important role than sale
markets in developing countries and transitional
economies characterized by tenure insecurity and market
imperfection (Deininger and Jin 2008). From an efficiency
perspective, the land rental market imposes an
opportunity cost on underutilized and idle land. This
promotes allocative efficiency, as owners of underutilized
or idle land would rather rent out the land than forgo
rental income. Consequently, transactions conducted in
an efficient land rental market tend to transfer farmland
from less effective to more effective farmers, that is, those
more willing and able to farm (Crookes and Lyne 2003).
Renting can also improve farming efficiency by allowing
emerging farmers to consolidate land, thereby reducing
losses associated with fragmentation (Hung et al 2007)
and benefiting from economies of size in the adoption of
new technology (Kille and Lyne 1993; Swinnen et al 2006).
In addition, efficient land rental markets help overcome
imperfections in markets for credit, insurance, and
machinery through interlinked contracts such as crop-
sharing arrangements (Otsuka et al 1992).

Voluntary transactions conducted in an efficient
rental market are expected to benefit both lessor and
lessee. Equity improves as land transfers to households
that are short of land for subsistence or commercial
farming purposes, while rental income accrues to those
who cannot, or prefer not to, farm (Lyne 2009). Moreover,
renting does not create a landless class, and where
insurance and credit markets are imperfect or missing
altogether, it can help farmers avoid permanent loss of
land following adverse events such as crop failure.

An efficient land rental market is characterized by low
transaction costs and security of land tenure (Nieuwoudt
1990). Transaction cost is defined as ‘‘the cost of obtaining
information, establishing one’s bargaining position,
bargaining and arriving at a group decision, and
enforcing the decision made’’ (Randall 1972: 176). Ex ante
transaction costs relate to the process of conducting a
transaction, including the costs of searching for trading
partners and of negotiating and specifying the terms of
the contracts. Ex post transaction costs include the costs
of monitoring, renegotiating, and enforcing the terms of
contract, and the risk of losses associated with a breach of
contract. High transaction costs prevent markets from
operating efficiently, and they are influenced by both
legal infrastructure and social norms (Williamson 1979,
1985, 2000).

The quality of the legal infrastructure has important
implications for transaction costs in the land rental

market as it influences the enforceability of property
rights (Place et al 1994). Lessors will perceive high risk in a
rental transaction if they lack confidence in the legal
system and its ability to defend their property rights
against a claim made by tenants. This risk adds to the
lessor’s transaction costs and raises the offer price to
prospective lessees, particularly those whose
trustworthiness is unknown (Lyne and Thomson 1997). A
similar problem exists on the lessee’s side owing to the
threat of eviction, that is, when they perceive that the
duration of their contractual use right is not assured
(Gordon 1890).

In addition to the quality of the legal system, social
capital is considered to be an important factor affecting
transaction costs and thus market efficiency (Williamson
1985, 2000; Charny 1990; Putnam 2000). Social capital
refers to social networks that can facilitate productive
actions between individuals (Coleman 1988; Putnam 2000;
Narayan and Cassidy 2001; Adler 2002; Moran 2005).
Trust, a central part of social capital, is expected to
reduce transaction costs as it reduces the ex ante costs of
finding suitable trading partners and the ex post costs
associated with noncompliance (Charny 1990; Tsai 2000;
Raiser 2008). However, different kinds of trust are
expected to have different influences on transaction costs
faced by individuals, and therefore different impacts on
market efficiency (Putnam 2000).

Land reform in Vietnam

Under Vietnam’s 1993 Land Law, land remained state
property but individuals were assigned well-defined long-
term rights to use, bequeath, transfer, and mortgage the
land. The duration of these rights and ceilings imposed on
the amount of land that could be held with these rights by
individuals, households, and organizations were defined
by the law and varied across different types of land—for
example, agricultural, forest, residential, and industrial
land (Vietnamese Government 1993). These institutional
changes were considered necessary to promote land use
efficiency through market-driven land redistribution and
consolidation. In terms of redistribution, use rights were
expected to transfer voluntarily from less effective to
more effective farmers. In terms of consolidation, it was
anticipated that farmers would exchange and merge
highly fragmented parcels of land into larger,
commercially viable farms (Marsh and MacAulay 2001; Do
and Iyer 2007; World Bank 2010).

In 2003 the Vietnamese government issued Land Law
No.13/2003/QH11 (Vietnamese Government 2003),
replacing the 1993 Land Law. Although the new law
extended the duration of land rights and relaxed the
ceilings on the amount of land that could be held with
these more secure rights, a farmer wishing to consolidate
land in excess of the defined ceiling can do so only
through temporary transfers of use rights. This law clearly
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emphasized the importance of the land rental market
relative to the land sale market in Vietnam. The change in
land policy reduced unused land from 13 million ha in
1993 to 3 million ha in 2008. While some of these gains
have been attributed to the land market (World Bank
2010), several authors have argued that the market for
farmland in Vietnam is still far from efficient and that a
more efficient land market will help to raise stagnating
levels of productivity in agriculture (Ravallion and van de
Walle 2003; CIEM 2005; Marsh et al 2006; Hung et al 2007;
Deininger et al 2008).

Given the significance of voluntary rental transactions
to efforts to improve efficiency and equity outcomes, it is
important to understand why the market is still
inefficient in Vietnam. There is a dearth of research on
the causes of inefficiency in Vietnam’s land rental market.
This study aimed to provide more information by
investigating efficiency and equity outcomes of the
market, levels of participation in the market, and factors
affecting market participation, and to offer policy
insights for promoting sustainable rural livelihoods.

Study site, data collection, and

household demographics

The research was conducted in Tam Quang commune in
the Tuong Duong district, a mountainous area in the
north central coast region characterized by low incomes
and a high incidence of Thai people, one of the largest
ethnic minority groups in Vietnam. Tam Quang
commune was chosen for study because of its diversity in
land types, land uses, income sources, and cultures. This
diversity is expected to create variation in household
resource endowments and priorities, leading to
differences in households’ ability to use farmland
profitably. Without these differences there would be no
demand for voluntary land transactions.

Two household surveys, a sample survey and a census
survey, were conducted in Tam Quang commune. The
sample survey was designed to generate a representative
sample of commune households. Two of the commune’s
villages (primary-stage units), Son Ha and Bai Xa, were
selected with probability proportionate to an estimate of
their size, where size was measured by the number of
households. A random sample of farm households
(secondary-stage units) was then drawn from a list of farm
households constructed for each of the 2 sample villages.
A constant sampling rate was applied to each sample
village, and was sufficiently large to generate a total
sample of 200 farm households. This self-weighting
sampling process allowed sample statistics to be
computed at the commune level without weights to
account for differences in village size. Five of the 200
cases were excluded from the sample survey data set
owing to incomplete questionnaires.

The census survey followed the sample survey and
covered all rental market participants in each village. This
survey provided information about lessees and lessors.
Data were gathered early in 2012 by the first author and
students from Vinh University using a structured
questionnaire and personal interviews with household
members. Although the data were analyzed quantitatively,
many of the variables were qualitative, measuring
respondents’ perceptions on a Likert-type scale.

Despite the short distance (6 km) between Son Ha and
Bai Xa, these villages have significant differences in
socioeconomic and geographic features (Table 1). The
vast majority of Son Ha’s population is Thai; Bai Xa has a
much larger share of Kinh people (the dominant ethnic
group in Vietnam, accounting for more than 80% of the
country’s population). The proportion of household
members classified as farmers is significantly lower in Bai
Xa than in Son Ha. Conversely, Bai Xa households have a
much higher proportion of members working in nonfarm
enterprises and earn substantially higher off-farm
incomes than do Son Ha households. Off-farm incomes
are earned in seasonal farm labor and permanent jobs
with local authorities and in factories. Although Son Ha
households earn higher farm incomes, they are much
poorer than their counterparts in Bai Xa. Bai Xa, which
has a much lower proportion of Thai households, has a
much higher proportion of adults with tertiary education.

Despite their lower proportion of farmers, households
in Bai Xa are endowed with much larger areas of lowland,
which is flatter and better suited to arable farming than
the highland. While mean household endowments of
irrigated lowland are similar in both villages, households
in Bai Xa average more than 10 times as much
nonirrigated lowland than households in Son Ha
(Table 2). The most important sources of farm income in
both villages are maize and bamboo, which together
account for more than 90% of household farm income.

Equity and efficiency outcomes of the

rental market

The census survey data (relating only to rental market
participants) support the argument that rental
transactions promote land use efficiency by transferring
land to more effective farmers. The average value of farm
equipment owned by lessees is 50 times higher than that
of lessors (Table 3), indicating that land was transferred to
households better equipped to farm it. In addition, lessee
households have more than twice as many members
available for farm labor. Lessees had also attended twice
as many agricultural training courses over the previous
12 months. Differences in efficiency are perhaps best
demonstrated by differences in income earned per unit of
arable land; lessees earned almost 10 times as much per
m2 as lessors from annual crops in the 2011/12 season.
More than 90% of lessees claimed increases of 150–200%
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in yields on land that they leased (relative to yields
previously achieved by their landlords). These
improvements in yield can be attributed to better
management and more intensive use of family labor

rather than to heavier applications of purchased inputs.
This may reflect liquidity constraints faced by lessees who
earn relatively low off-farm incomes. Even so, lessees are
clearly more willing and able to farm than are lessors.

TABLE 1 Characteristics of households in Son Ha and Bai Xa.a)

Village demographics Son Ha (n = 115) Bai Xa (n = 80) t value

Percentage of Thai households 96.0 63.0 5.744**

Percentage of Kinh households 4.0 37.0 5.744**

Household size (number of people) 4.1 4.3 1.125

Occupation

Percentage of household members who farm 53.2 40.8 3.372**

Percentage of household members who are self-employed 5.9 14.1 2.698**

Percentage of household members employed in nonfarm jobs 12.1 27.9 4.256**

Percentage of household members who receive a pension 2.4 5.1 1.564

Income

Mean annual off-farm income per household member (USD) 146.6 297.3 2.595*

Mean annual farm income per household member (USD) 42.3 19.2 2.623**

Education

Percentage of adults with only primary school education 23.1 13.7 2.810**

Percentage of adults with tertiary education 6.7 14.1 2.661**

a)Source of data: Household sample survey conducted by author in 2012.

*Significant at the 5% level of probability.

**Significant at the 1% level of probability.

TABLE 2 Land ownership in Son Ha and Bai Xa.a)

Land type Son Ha Bai Xa t value

Irrigated lowland

Mean number of plots 1.35 1.89 2.852**

Mean area (m2) 574 509 0.447

Nonirrigated lowland

Mean number of plots 0.09 1.11 9.970**

Mean area (m2) 64 701 8.445**

Arable highland

Mean number of plots 0.22 0.04 3.924**

Mean area (m2) 2402 42 3.577**

Forest land

Mean number of plots 0.67 1.23 5.854**

Mean area (m2) 41,991 34,397 0.287

a)Source of data: Household sample survey conducted by first author in 2012.

**Significant at the 1% level of probability.
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Equity outcomes are often observed in the temporary
transfer of land from land-rich to land-poor households,
and in the transfer of rental income (or part of the crop)
from income-rich tenants to cash-strapped landlords,
particularly households headed by widowed women, who
also tend to have less family labor (Bell 1990). The data
presented in Table 3 provide some evidence of rental
income transferring to female-headed households, which
are more prevalent among lessors than among lessees.
The average annual cash rental was US$ 25, and crop
shares averaged one-third of the amount harvested.
However, there is no evidence of land transferring from
relatively land-rich lessors to more land-poor lessees. This
may reflect the egalitarian way in which land was

originally allocated to households when ownership was
decollectivized (Tuong Duong 2010).

Table 4 reports the amounts of land operated by lessors
and lessees. When compared with the land endowments
presented in Table 3, it is evident that the rental market is
creating an emerging class of larger, commercial farmers.
Areas operated by lessees are much larger, for all classes of
land, than the areas operated by lessors. Likewise, when
compared with the commune means (computed from the
sample survey data), the areas operated by lessees are
markedly higher for themore productive lowland classes. It
can therefore be argued that the consolidation of land by
emerging commercial farmers is equity-enhancing as it
closes the income gap between lessees and wealthier rural

TABLE 3 Efficiency and equity aspects of the land rental market.a)

Variables

Rental market participants

Lessees (N = 46) Lessors (N = 44)

Efficiency

Mean value of farm equipment owned (USD) 23.6 0.6

Mean household farm labor force (number of people) 2.46 1.00

Mean annual income from crops (USD/ha) 480.0 50.0

Mean annual income from forest plantations (USD/ha) 34.0 26.7

Mean annual expenditure on seasonal crop inputs (USD/ha) 935.0 870.0

Mean off-farm income per capita (USD) 90.4 518.9

Equity

Percentage of female-headed households 4.3 20.5

Mean irrigated lowland endowment per capita (m2) 193.6 140.8

Mean nonirrigated lowland endowment per capita (m2) 107.9 134.6

Mean arable highland endowment per capita (m2) 112.0 41.6

Mean forest land endowment per capita (ha) 0.9 1.0

a)Expenditure on seasonal crop inputs includes fertilizer, seed, chemicals, and hired labor and machinery services for irrigated lowland. Source of data: Household
census survey conducted by first author in 2012.

TABLE 4 Amount of land cultivated by land type.a)

Land type

Land cultivated

Commune (n = 195) Lessees (N = 46) Lessors (N = 44)

Mean irrigated lowland area (m2 per capita) 133.2 290.0 28.7

Mean nonirrigated lowland area (m2 per capita) 71.2 168.2 23.8

Mean arable highland area (m2 per capita) 218.7 122.3 5.7

Mean forest land area (ha per capita) 0.6 0.7 0.4

a)Source of data: Household sample and census surveys conducted by first author in 2012.
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households that generally have higher off-farm incomes
(Carlettor et al 2007).

Efficiency of the rental market

Although the rental market is generating efficiency and
equity gains, this does not mean that the market itself is
efficient. The data presented in Table 5 suggest that the
rental market could be performing much better. The
incidence of market participation is one measure of
rental market activity (Crookes and Lyne 2003). In the
commune as a whole, more than half of willing lessees and
lessors did not participate in the market. This suggests
market inefficiency—particularly in Son Ha, which has
much lower ratios of actual to willing lessees and lessors
than does Bai Xa. Willing lessees and lessors are survey
respondents who said that they wanted to participate in
the market but did not do so. The vast majority of them
(80%) attributed their nonparticipation to costs and risks
associated with land rental transactions. The remaining
20%, all potential lessees, were constrained by cash flow
problems.

It has been contended that transaction costs increase
with increasing levels of ethnic diversity, possibly due to
language and trust barriers across ethnic groups (Beghin

and Fafchamps 1995). The data from this study lend some
support to this argument, as 84% of the observed rental
transactions were conducted between households that
belonged to the same ethnic group. In Bai Xa, where the
Kinh account for 37% of all households, only 15% of
transactions involving Kinh participants also involved
Thai participants.

Disaggregation of Kinh and Thai respondents
(Table 6) shows that, for both groups, most observed
rental transactions were conducted between friends and
relatives. Crookes and Lyne (2001) interpret a high
proportion of such personalized transactions as evidence
of high risk perceptions in the presence of moral hazard
(the possibility that a party to a transaction may not
honor its terms) and absence of an effective legal system.
When legal settlements are costly and time consuming
and can harm future long-term cooperation, contracting
between members of the same social network is expected
to reduce ex post transaction costs, as the members are
less likely to behave opportunistically due to moral
sanctions (Charny 1990; Tsai 2000; Cersosimo and Nistico
2008).

Another reason for the high proportion of
transactions between friends and relatives may simply be
proximity; the costs of finding and farming a suitable plot

TABLE 5 Rental market participation in Son Ha and Bai Xa.a)

Commune

(n = 195)

Son Ha

(n = 115)

Bai Xa

(n = 80)

Percentage of households that participate in the land rental market 27.7 18.3 41.3

Average number of transactions per household 0.4 0.2 0.6

Lessees as a percentage of lessees and willing lessees 41.7 29.1 66.7

Lessors as a percentage of lessors and willing lessors 36.9 26.9 43.6

a)Source of data: Household sample survey conducted by first author in 2012.

TABLE 6 Perceived rental market transaction costs.a)

Variables

Actual participants Willing participants

Kinh

(N = 31)

Thai

(N = 59)

Kinh

(n = 9)

Thai

(n = 74)

Percentage of participants transacting with friends or relatives 83.9 86.2 NA NA

Mean perception of transaction costs (1 = low, 3 = high)

Risk of land rented out being overused (lessors) 1.27 1.14 2.00 2.03

Risk of land rented out being claimed by tenant (lessors) 1.09 1.09 1.50 2.06

Risk of land rented out being expropriated by a local authority

(lessors)

1.00 1.09 1.00 1.36

Difficulty in resolving a land dispute (lessors and lessees) 1.42 1.45 1.75 1.81

a)Source of data: Household sample and census surveys conducted by first author in 2012. NA, not applicable.
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are lower for land that is owned by neighbors, and
neighbors tend to be friends or relatives. In this case,
better access to information about willing participants
and their land or land requirements may reduce ex ante
transaction costs and promote market efficiency.
Administrative fees attach only to contracts that are
witnessed by a local government authority. These
financial costs are trivial and unlikely to affect the
selection of trading partners.

While both Kinh and Thai favored personalized rental
transactions, levels of mutual trust appear to be higher in
the Kinh group, as the ratio of actual to willing market
participants was far greater for Kinh respondents (3.4)
than for Thai respondents (0.8). This could point to
different levels of trust, different social norms, or
different levels of confidence in the legal system between
the Kinh and Thai groups. The study used a 3-point
Likert-type scale (where 1 5 low agreement and 3 5 high
agreement) to explore perceptions of transaction costs
related to moral hazard. The mean scores presented in
Table 6 indicate that perceptions of moral hazard were
not just higher among willing participants than among
actual participants, but also that, among willing
participants, they were higher for Thai respondents. A
similar finding holds for perceptions of legal uncertainty,
although the risk of rented land being expropriated by a
local authority was not viewed as a significant threat by
either Kinh or Thai respondents.

Conclusions

Survey results suggest that the land rental market is
promoting both farming efficiency and equity in the
study sites. The market is helping lessees who are more
committed to increasing farming income and is thus
reducing the income gap between lessees and lessors. At
the same time, it gives households that do not have
sufficient resources to farm their land effectively a chance
to earn rental income by leasing out their land. However,
these beneficial outcomes are constrained by market
inefficiency, as expressed by the high proportion of
households that do not participate in the market even
though they would like to. Simple comparisons of group
means suggest that participation in the rental market may
be constrained by ex ante transaction costs caused by
inadequate information and by ex post transaction costs
associated with moral hazard and a lack of confidence in
the legal system. These comparisons also suggest that
levels of concern about opportunism and confidence in
the legal system differ between ethnic groups. Future
research should attempt to analyze the role of social
capital and legal infrastructure relative to other
determinants of market participation using a multivariate
approach. The results are expected to inform
recommendations aimed at bringing willing participants
into the rental market to their mutual benefit and at
improving land use efficiency.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors gratefully acknowledge financial support from the Vietnamese
government and from Lincoln University, New Zealand.

REFERENCES

Adler P. 2002. Social capital: Prospect for a new concept. Academy of
Management Review 27(1):17–40.
Beghin C, Fafchamps M. 1995. Constitutions, institutions and the political
economy of farm policies: What empirical content? In: Peter H, Hedley D,
editors. Agricultural competitiveness: Market forces and public choice.
Proceedings of the Twenty-second International Conference of Agricultural
Economists. Dartmouth, NH: Dartmouth Publishing Company.
Bell C. 1990. Reforming property rights in land and tenancy. World Bank
Research Observer 5(2):143–166.
Carlettor G, Covarrubias K, Davis B, Krausova M, Stamoulis K, Winter P, Zezza
A. 2007. Rural income generating activities in developing countries: Re-
assessing the evidence. Journal of Agricultural and Development Economics
4(1):146–193.
Cersosimo D, Nistico R. 2008. Social capital in economics. In: Castiglione D,
Deth J, Wolleb G, editors. The Handbook of Social Capital. New York, NY: Oxford
University Press, pp 386–410.
Charny D. 1990. Nonlegal sanctions in commercial relationships. Harvard Law
Review 104(373):375–466.
CIEM [Central Institute of Economic Management]. 2005. The impact of
land market processes on the poor ‘‘Implementing de Soto’’: The case in
North Vietnam. In: ADB [Asian Development Bank]. Mp4 Week 2005. Hanoi,
Vietnam: ADB, pp 26–28. http://www.markets4poor.org/m4p2/
filedownload/M4P%20week%202005_eng.pdf; accessed on 19 September
2013.
Coleman J. 1988. Social capital in the creation of human capital. American
Journal of Sociology 94:95–120.

Crookes T, Lyne M. 2003. Efficiency and equity gains in the rental market for
arable land: Observations from a communal area of KwaZulu-Natal, South
Africa. Development Southern Africa 20(5):577–591.
Deininger K, Jin S. 2008. Land sales and rental markets in transition: Evidence
from rural Vietnam. Oxford Bulletin of Economics and Statistics 1(70):67–101.
Deininger K, Jin S, Nagarajan H. 2008. Efficiency and equity impacts of rural
land rental restrictions: Evidence from India. European Economic Review 52:
892–918.
Do T, Iyer L. 2007. Land titling and rural transition in Vietnam. Economic
Development and Cultural Change 56(3):531–579.
Gordon C. 1890. Land Tenure and Compensation for Unexhausted
Improvements in Land. LSE Selected Pamphlets, LSE Library, London. www.
jstor.org/stable/60217355; accessed on 4 July 2011.
Hung P, MacAulay T, Marsh S. 2007. The economics of land fragmentation in
the north of Vietnam. Australian Journal of Agricultural and Resource Economics
51:195–211.
JICA [Japan International Cooperation Agency]. 2008. Master Plan Study on
Improvement of Rural Living Conditions in Northwestern Mountainous Region in
Viet Nam. http://giamngheo.mpi.gov.vn/Portals/0/Filedinhkem/
BaoCaoChuyenDe/master%20plan%20EN%201.pdf; accessed on 25
November 2011.
Kille G, Lyne M. 1993. Investment on freehold and trust farms: Theory with
some evidence from Kwazulu. Agrekon 32(3):101–109.
Lyne M. 2009. Institutional change to promote a rental market for cropland in
the communal areas of KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa. In: Kirsten J, Dorward AR,
Poulton C, Vink N, editors. Institutional Economics Perspectives on African
Agricultural Development. Washington, DC: IFPRI [International Food Policy
Research Institute], pp 359–373.

MountainResearch

Mountain Research and Development http://dx.doi.org/10.1659/MRD-JOURNAL-D-13-00009.1422Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Mountain-Research-and-Development on 25 Apr 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



Lyne M, Thomson D. 1997. Creating opportunities for farmers in communal
areas: Adapting institutions to promote an efficient rental market in arable
land. In: Kirsten J, van Zyl J, Vink N, editors. The Agricultural Democratisation
of South Africa. Cape Town, South Africa: Francolin Publishers,
pp 120–128.
Marsh S, Hung P, Dac N, MacAulay T. 2006. Farm size change and the market
for agricultural land rights in Vietnam since 1993. In: Marsh S, MacAulay T,
Hung P, editors. Agricultural Development and Land Policy in Vietnam.
Monograph No. 123. Canberra, Australia: Australian Center for International
Agricultural Research, pp 85–108.
Marsh S, MacAulay T. 2001. Land reform and the development of commercial
agriculture in Vietnam: Policy and issues. Paper presented at the Annual
Conference of the Australian Agricultural and Resource Economics Society.
Adelaide, South Australia, 23 January 2001.
Moran P. 2005. Structural vs. relational embeddedness: Social capital and
managerial performance. Strategic Management Journal 26(12):1129–1151.
Narayan D, Cassidy M. 2001. A dimensional approach to measuring social
capital: Development and validation of a social capital inventory. Current
Sociology 49(2):59–102.
Nieuwoudt W. 1990. Efficiency of land use. Agrekon 29:210–215.
Otsuka K, Chuma H, Hayami, Y. 1992. Land and labor contracts in agrarian
economies: Theories and facts. Journal of Economic Literature 30(4):1965–
2018.
Place F, Roth M, Hazell P. 1994. Land tenure security and agricultural
performance in Africa: Overview of research methodology. In: Bruce JW, Migot-
Adholla SE, editors, Searching for Land Tenure Security in Africa. Dubuque, IA:
Kendall/Hunt, pp 15–40.
Putnam R. 2000. Bowling Alone. New York, NY: Simon & Schuster.

Raiser M. 2008. Social capital and economic performance in transition
economies. In: Castiglione D, Deth J, Wolleb G, editors, The Handbook of Social
Capital. New York, NY: Oxford University Press, pp 491–519.
Randall A. 1972. Market solutions to externality problems: Theory and practice.
American Journal of Agricultural Economics 54(2):175–183.
Ravallion M, van de Walle D. 2003. Land Allocation in Vietnam’s Agrarian
Transition. London, United Kingdom: Institute for Fiscal Studies. www.ifs.org.
uk/edepo/wps/ewp0303.pdf; accessed on 4 July 2012.
Swinnen J, Vranken L, Stanley V. 2006. Emerging Challenges of Land Rental
Markets: A Review of Available Evidence for the Europe and Central Asia Region.
Washington, DC: World Bank.
Tsai W. 2000. Social capital, strategic relatedness and the formation of
intraorganizational linkages. Strategic Management Journal 21(9):925–939.
Tuong Duong. 2010. Five-Year Socio-economic Report from 2005–2010. Tuong
Duong District Authority, Nghe An Province, Vietnam.
Vietnamese Government. 1993. Land Law 1993 No. 24L/CTN. http://
thuvienphapluat.vn/archive/Luat/Law-No-24-L-CTN-of-July-14-1993-on-Land-
vb81475t10.aspx; accessed on 10 June 2011.
Vietnamese Government. 2003. Land Law 2003 No. 13/2003/QH11. www.
vietnamlaws.com/freelaws/Lw13na26Nov03Land[X2865].pdf; accessed on
12 December 2012.
Williamson O. 1979. Transaction cost economics: The governance of
contractual relations. Journal of Law and Economics 22(2):233–261.
Williamson O. 1985. The Economic Institutions of Capitalism. New York, NY:
Free Press.
Williamson O. 2000. The new institutional economics: Taking stock, looking
ahead. Journal of Economic Literature 38(3):595–613.
World Bank. 2010. Vietnam Development Report 2011: Natural Resources
Management. Washington, DC: World Bank.

MountainResearch

Mountain Research and Development http://dx.doi.org/10.1659/MRD-JOURNAL-D-13-00009.1423Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Mountain-Research-and-Development on 25 Apr 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 30%)
  /CalRGBProfile (None)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Sheetfed Coated v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed false
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly true
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (Euroscale Coated v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (FOGRA1)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /FRA <>
    /JPN <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Settings for the Rampage workflow.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


